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1 . This action is responsive to the amendment filed September 23, 2004. Claims 1- 
3, 6, 9-10, 15, 20, 28, 34, 42-44, 46-49, and 53-69 were amended. Claims 41, and 45 
were canceled. Claims 1-40, 42-44, and 46-69 are pending. Claims 1-40, 42-44, and 
46-69 represent method system and product for video on demand catalog viewing 
preference system. 

2. Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U. S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in a patent granted on an application for 
patent by another filed in the united States before the invention thereof by the 
applicant for patent, or on an international application by another who has fulfilled 
the requirements of paragraphs (1 ), (2), and (4) of section 371 (c) of this title 
before the invention thereof by the applicant for patent. 

3. Claims 1-3, 5-6, 8-12, 14-17, 19, 56-57, and 42-44 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 
102(e) as being anticipated by Allport, U.S. Patent no. 6,104,334. J 

Allport teaches the invention as claimed including a remote control program 
guide system (see abstract). 

As to claim 1 , Allport teaches a method for providing media information to a user 

via an 

interactive media services client device coupled to a programmable television services 
server 

device, said method comprising: 

displaying a medial title list that has at least one media title, each media title 

being 

displayed in a title area (see figs. 1-8; col. 14, lines 35-40, Allport discloses that a user 
may generate a view favorites list). 
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receiving user input identifying a media title in a title area and requesting that 
said title 

area containing said media title be removed from a media title list and deleting said title 

area containing said media title from said media title list (see col. 10, lines 45-50; col. 

14, lines 5-10, Allport discloses that the favorite list can be modified by adding or 

deleting a media title). 

As to claim 2, Allport teaches the method of claim 1. further comprising: 
transmitting said user input via a remote control device (see fig. 1; col. 11, lines 

25-30). 

As to claim 3, Allport teaches the method of claim 1 , further comprising 
identifying said media title by highlighting said media title in said title area (see col. 14, 
line 10). 

As to claim 5, Allport teaches the method of claim I, wherein said media title list is 
displayed via a television (see fig. 8). 

As to claim 6, Allport teaches the method of claim 1 , further comprising the step of: 

restoring said title area containing said media title to said media title list (see 
col. 14, lines 1-25). 

As to claim 8, Allport teaches the method of claim 1 , further comprising the step 

of: 

storing information in client device memory identifying said media title as a 
deleted 

media title (see col. 15, line 1-20). 

As to claim 9, Allport teaches the method of claim 1 , further comprising the step 

of: 

excluding said title area containing said media title from a media title list that is 
presented 

to the user at a future time (see fig. 8; col. 14). 

Claims 10-12, 14-17, 19, 56-57, and 42-44 do not teach or define any new 
limitations above claims 1-3, 5-6, 8-9 and therefore are rejected for similar reasons. 
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4. Claims 20-24, 26-27, 28-30, 32-36, and 38-40 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) 
as being anticipated by Yuen et al., U.S. Patent No. 6,072,520. 

Yuen teaches the invention as claimed including a parental control program 
guide system (see abstract). 

As to claim 20, Yuen teaches a method for providing media information to a user 

via an 

interactive media services client device coupled to a programmable television services 
server 

device, said method comprising: 

receiving user input identifying a filtering criterion (see fig. 12; col. 10, lines 40- 
65, Yuen discloses identifying a filtering criteria); 

identifying a media title from a media title list based on said filter criterion: 
excluding a title area containing said ((a)) media title that meets said filtering criterion 
from said media title list and displaying said media title list that has at least one title area 
containing at least one media title except said title area containing said media title that 
meets said filter criterion (see col. 13-14, Yuen discloses that a filtering criteria could be 
specified through user ID which will block certain program title from being viewed). 

As to claim 21 , Yuen teaches the method of claim 20, wherein the media title is a 
media title that is received by the client device from the server device at a future time 
(see col. 12-14). 

As to claim 22, Yuen teaches the method of claim 20, wherein the media title list 
is presented to the user at a future time (se col. 12-18). 

As to claim 23, Yuen teaches the method of claim 20, wherein the user input is 
transmitted via a remote control device (see col. 12-14). 

As to claim 24, Yuen teaches the method of claim 20, wherein the filtering 
criterion identified by said user is highlighted (see fig. 8; col. 12-15). 

As to claims 26-27, Yuen teaches the method of claim 20, wherein said media 
title list is displayed via a television and wherein said filtering criterion is selected from a 
group consisting of: a release year, a movie classification, an actor/actress, a critic 
rating, a category, and a 
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rental fee (see col. 12-15). 

Claims 28-30, 32-36, and 38-40 do not teach or define any new limitations above 
claims 20-24, 26-27 and therefore are rejected for similar reasons. 



5. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

This application currently names joint inventors. In considering patentability of 
the claims under 35 U.S.C. 103(a), the examiner presumes that the subject matter of 
the various claims was commonly owned at the time any inventions covered therein 
were made absent any evidence to the contrary. Applicant is advised of the obligation 
under 37 CFR 1 .56 to point out the inventor and invention dates of each claim that was 
not commonly owned at the time a later invention was made in order for the examiner to 
consider the applicability of 35 U.S.C. 103(c) and potential 35 U.S.C. 102(e), (f) or (g) 
prior art under 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a). 



6. Claims 4, 13, and 18 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Allport. 

Allport teaches the invention substantially as claimed including a remote control 
program guide system (see abstract). 

As to claims 4, 13, and 18, Allport teaches the method, system and program of 
claims 1,10, and 15 respectively. 

Allport fails to teach the claimed limitation where the media title identified is a 
video on demand media title. 

However, "Official Notice" is taken that the concept and advantages of 
implementing a program guide in a video on demand system is old and well known in 
the art. 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention to modify Allport by specifying the program titles in Allport as video on demand 
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titles. One would be motivated to do so to implement a system in which program titles 
selected are viewed instantaneously by the user. 

7. Claims 25, 31, and 37 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Yuen. 

Yuen teaches the invention substantially as claimed including a parental control 
program guide system (see abstract). 

As to claims 25, 31 , and 37, Yuen teaches the method, system and program of 
claims 20, 28, and 34 respectively. 

Yuen fails to teach the claimed limitation where the media title identified is a 
video on demand media title. 

However, "Official Notice" is taken that the concept and advantages of 
implementing a program guide in a video on demand system is old and well known in 
the art. 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention to modify Yuen by specifying the program titles in Yuen as video on demand 
titles. One would be motivated to do so to implement a system in which program titles 
selected are viewed instantaneously by the user. 

8. Claims 48, 61 , and 63 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Yuen in view of Maissel et al., U.S. Patent No. 6,637,029. 

Yuen teaches the invention substantially as claimed including a parental control 
program guide system (see abstract). 

As to claim 48, Yuen teaches the method of claim 45. 

Yuen fails to teach the limitation wherein said filtering criterion is whether said 
user had previously been provided with a media presentation corresponding to said 
media title. 

However, Maissel teaches a intelligent electronic program guide for storing 
preference of a number of users (see abstract). Maissel teaches wherein said filtering 
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criterion is whether said user had previously been provided with a media presentation 
corresponding to said media title (see col. 11-13). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention to modify Yuen in view of Maissel so that a filtering criteria is whether the user 
had previously been provided with a media presentation corresponding to said media 
title. One would be motivated to do so to implement a program guide that predicts the 
program interest of the user. 

As to claim 61 , Yuen teaches the system of claim 59. 

Yuen fails to teach the claimed limitation wherein a plurality of filtering criteria 
corresponding to a plurality of users are stored in memory. 

However, Maissel teaches a intelligent electronic program guide for storing 
preference of a number of users (see abstract). Maissel teaches wherein a plurality of 
filtering criteria corresponding to a plurality of users are stored in memory (see col. 11- 
13). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention to modify Yuen in view of Maissel so that a plurality of filtering criteria 
corresponding to a plurality of users are stored in memory. One would be motivated to 
do so to implement a program guide that predicts the program interest of several users. 

Claim 63 does not teach or define any new limitations above claim 48 and 
therefore is rejected for similar reasons. 

9. Claims 7, and 58 are objected to as being dependent upon a rejected base claim, 
but would be allowable if rewritten in independent form including all of the limitations of 
the base claim and any intervening claims. 

10. Applicant's arguments with respect to claims 1-40, 42-44, and 46-69 have been 
considered but are moot in view of the new ground(s) of rejection. 
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11. Applicant's amendment necessitated the new ground(s) of rejection presented in 
this Office action. Accordingly, THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. See MPEP 

§ 706.07(a). Applicant is reminded of the extension of time policy as set forth in 37 
CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1 .136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the date of this final action. 

12. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Saleh Najjar whose telephone number is (571)272- 
4006. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday - Friday 9:00am-6:00pm w/ 
first Fridays off. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Ario Etienne can be reached on (703)308-7562. The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 703-872-9306. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 




Saleh Najjar 



Primary Examiner / Art Unit 21 57 



